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INTRODUCTION

In the current report computer investigation results of the experimental critical
assemblies are collected and analyzed. Earlier this information has been published as
Progress Reports of the Joint U.S./Russian Project, presented and discussed at the
specialist meetings.

The objective of this work is the validation of the reference Monte Carlo codes
and the neutron data in application to MOX fuel usage in water moderated reactors and to
criticality safety in a operation of MOX fuel fabrication.

The calculation results were obtained by the staff of following science nuclear
centers:
State Scientific Centre of the Russian Federation Institute for Physics and Power
Engineering (IPPE), Russia;
Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL), U.S.
Russian Research Center "Kurchatov Institute" (RRC "KI"), Russia
University of Texas, U.S.

Descriptions of the critical assemblies were either taken from International
Handbook Ref. [1] or were provided by U.S. part of the Joint Project. Ref [2 - 7]

Several codes and different neutron databases were used:
MCNP. This widely known code described everywhere. In this work MCNP was

used with ENDF/B-V and ENDF/B-VI evaluated data libraries. The calculations have
been carried out in U.S. In a text below the code and the data are referred as
"MCNP (ENDF/B-V)" or "MCNP (ENDF/B-VI)"

MCU. This code, likewise MCNP, model a continuous energy neutron history in
a neutron multiplied system of an arbitrary geometry. The version MCU/RFFI/A, Ref [8,
p.3-i] was used in the current work. MCU code have her own neutron database
DLC/MCUDAT. In the current work the version DLCIMCUDAT-1 .0 was used. The
calculations have been carried out in RRC "KI". In a text below the code and the data are
refer as "MCU".

KENO-V.a.
This code, Ref [9] models a neutron history in a group approach. In the current
report calculation results with 238 group which were generated from ENDF/B-V are
presented. The calculations have been carried out in U.S. In a text below the code and the
data are referred as "KENO-V (ENDF/B-V)"

ABBN-93.
The calculations have been carried out in IPPE using the Monte-Carlo code

KENO-V.a and ABBN-93 constants set Ref [10]. The CONSYST/ABBN system with
ABBN-93 constants set Ref [11] was used for calculation the mixed material cross-
sections and for converting data to the CCC-254/ANISN formats. The IPPE calculations
were performed in the P5 order of anisotropy approximation with the 299-group ABBN-
93 cross-sections data set. In the text below the code and the data are referred as "KENO-
V (ABBN-93)"

In current report the brief description of all considered critical assemblies is
given. It was done to give the reader the general picture on the subject. Therefore the
inessential details were omitted, the geometry parameters were rounded, and the material
content is not mentioned. The source of detailed description is indicated, the variant
names in the report coincide with names in original description.









































































































































































































































Comments by ORNL staff on ORNL/SUB/99-B99398V-5

1. Page 2. The last sentence states that “(delta) A is the mean-square error.” This is also known as the
standard deviation of the values about the mean. It states that “the statistical dispersion of the particular
variant wasn’t taken into account. It’s valid as the scattering of the values to be averaged is much greater
than the statistical dispersion.” This is generally true and acceptable for the statistical uncertainty in the
calculated values. However, the reader should note that the uncertainties in some of the measured
critical states translate into rather large uncertainties in k-effective (on the order of 0.5%). We have
assumed that the statement is not interpreted to be that the scattering of calculated k-effectives was
different from the Gaussian distribution defined by the standard error of the mean from any one of the
calculations. If that were the case, then one must question if the problem was converged.

2. Pages 4 and 7; Tables 1.1 and 1.2. “D (inch)” is interpreted to mean the diameter of the cylindrical
vessel.

3. Page 9. There is no uncertainty value for the KENO-V (ENDF/B-V) result in Table 1.4. It is our
interpretation that the last two paragraphs on this page should be combined into one. Otherwise, it seems
that the comment stating that the experiments are unacceptable applies to the experiments presented in
Table 1.3 as well as Table 1.4. We believe that the author’s intent is to indicate that only the experiment
with the 17.9-in. diameter is unacceptable.

4. Page 11. Regarding the first bullet at the bottom of the page, it is assumed that “Delta Keff = –1” should
be replaced by “Delta K-eff = (calculated K) –1.” Regarding the third bullet, the reader should note that
the averages in Table 1.5 are the subject of discussion. The range for the MCU-calculated k-effective is
from 0.995 (p. 7, case 14-8) to 1.024 (p. 4, case 9-1). The “Delta K-eff” should just be “Keff.” Likewise,
for the fourth bullet, the statement refers to the averages in Table 1.5. The upper value in the range of
MCNP Keff values is 1.024 (p. 4, case 9-1). The “Delta Keff” should just be “Keff.” Regarding the fifth
bullet, the values given don’t appear to be averages over all of the cases presented in the previous tables,
but individual values taken from Table 1.5. For example, the values that we compute for the ABBN-93
and ENDF/B-V group results Tables 1.1 through 1.4 are

ABBN-93: Delta Keff = 0.003 ± 0.005.
ENDF/B-V: Delta Keff = 0.011 ± 0.006.

Likewise, the “Group approach” values do not appear to be averages over the values reported in
Tables 1.1 through 1.4.

5. Page 15. The comment at the end of the second paragraph “Calculation results with ENDF/B data are
not known to us” appears to be in error because Table 1.7 contains results with KENO using ENDF/B-V
data.

6. Page 17. In the third paragraph from the bottom, 0.025 should be 1.025. It is not clear that 241Pu is the
cause of the trend in k-effective because the fraction of 241Pu absorption is unchanged as the H/Pu ratio
changes.

7. Page 24. The 8 cm probably should be 80 cm.

8. Page 27. Table 2.2 indicates ABBN-90 (not ABBN-93). We assume that the library was actually ABBN-
93. Similar notations are used in Figs. 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3, and Tables 2.4 and 2.6. On p. 32, the last
paragraph states that ABBN-93 was used, while Table 2.6 indicates that ABBN-90 was used.



9. Pages 47 and 52. “NCNP:” should be “MCNP:”.

10. Page 60. The normalization factor, A, is consistent with the ESADA methodology, yet we felt that pin
powers should be computed relative to the standard rod. This was done by IPPE for KENO/ABBN
calculations (see page 78).

11. Pages 61–77. The figure numbers should be consistent with the other figures in this chapter. For
example, Fig. 1 on page 61 should be Fig. 4.5. Also, it would be helpful to the reader if these figure
numbers could be added to Table 4.6.

12. Page 100. The meaning of the last sentence on this page is not clear.
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